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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 3/5/08 
has been entered. 

2. Claims 1, 11-12, 15, 18, 20, 25, 32 and 35 have been amended. Claims 5, 7, 14, 
22-24, 29, 31 and 33-34 have been cancelled. Claims 1-4, 6, 713, 15-21, 25-28, 30, 32 
and 35 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed March 5, 2008 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 
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3. Claims 1-4, 8, 10, 12, 14, 20, 25-26, 32 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Phillips et al. (hereinafter Phillips) US Patent Number 
6,721 ,555 in view of Serceki et al. (hereinafter Serceki) US 2003/0078072 and in view 
of Bartek et al. (hereinafter Bartek) US 2004/0122649. 

4. Rekimoto et al. (hereinafter Rekimoto) US Publication Number 2005/0120096. 
As per claims 1,12, 20, 25, 32 and 35: 

Phillips teaches a physical device bonding system that facilitates device 
installation and/or authentication comprising: a physical interface component that 
physically couples at least two devices; (figure 1, item Rm; col. 7, lines 41-57) and an 
invocation component that invokes an installation protocol and/or an authentication 
protocol for a non-physical connection upon the at least two devices physically coupling, 
(figure 1; col. 4, line 54-col. 5, line 63) 

Phillips does not explicitly teach to establish a non-physical connection so that 
the at least two devices communicate wirelessly upon being physically decoupled; and 
a token key comprised within the physical interface component that physically connects 
a plurality of devices simultaneously, stores the at least one of the installation or 
authentication protocols for later use and establishes respective non-physical 
connections of the plurality of devices to at least one network entity. Serceki in 
analogous art, however, teaches to establish a non-physical connection so that the at 
least two devices communicate wirelessly upon being physically decoupled (figure 5d; 
page 4, pp. 41-45). Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the system disclosed by Phillips with 
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Serceki in order to provide configuration information or security keys to wireless 
networks using physical medium for the data transfer, (page 1 , pp. 1 ; Serceki) 

Both references do not explicitly disclose a token key comprised within the 
physical interface component that physically connects a plurality of devices 
simultaneously, stores the at least one of the installation or authentication protocols for 
later use and establishes respective non-physical connections of the plurality of devices 
to at least one network entity. Bartek in analogous art, however teaches a token key 
comprised within the physical interface component that physically connects a plurality of 
devices simultaneously, stores the at least one of the installation or authentication 
protocols for later use and establishes respective non-physical connections of the 
plurality of devices to at least one network entity, (page 1 , pp. 4-6; page 2, pp. 20; page 
3. pp. 29-page 4, pp. 38) Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system disclosed by Phillips 
and Serceki with Bartek in order to have a system for emulating a physical connection 
by providing a wireless substitute for physical connections to peripherals, (page 1 , pp. 4; 
Bartek) 

As per claims 2 and 14: 

The combination of Phillips, Serceki and Bartek teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Phillips further discloses a system at least two devices 
further comprising at least one wireless device and at least one network entity, (figure 1) 
As per claim 3: 
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The combination of Phillips, Serceki and Bartek teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Phillips further discloses a system the installation protocol 
at least one of the authentication protocol invokes the installation at least one of 
authentication during the physical connection, (col. 5, lines 6-25) 
As per claim 4: 

The combination of Phillips, Serceki and Bartek teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Phillips further discloses a system at least one of the 
installation protocol or the authentication protocol is utilized to invoke installation or 
authentication after a physical connection is disengaged, (col. 5, lines 56-64) 
As per claim 26: 

The combination of Phillips, Serceki and Bartek teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Phillips further discloses a system that infers at least one 
of the installation protocols or authentication protocols to establish the non-physical 
connection between a wireless device and a network entity, (col. 4, line 54-col. 5, line 
63) 

As per claim 8: 

The combination of Phillips, Serceki and Bartek teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Phillips further discloses a system the physical interface is 
at least one of or a combination of the following: a human; a cradle; a dock; a cord; a 
wand; a wire; and a touch pad. (figure 1, item Rm; col. 7, lines 41-57) 
As per claim 10: 
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The combination of Phillips, Serceki and Bartek teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Phillips further discloses a system the physical interface is 
a universal serial bus cable, (figure 1, item Rm; col. 7, lines 41-57) 
As per claim 1 1 : 

The combination of Phillips, Serceki and Bartek teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Serceki further discloses a non-physical connection is at 
least one of: a wireless connection; an optical connection; and an infrared connection, 
(figure 5d; page 4, pp. 41-45) 

5. Claims 6, 9, 1 5-1 9, 21 , 27 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Phillips et al. (hereinafter Phillips) US Patent Number 6,721 ,555 in 
view of Serceki et al. (hereinafter Serceki) US 2003/0078072 and in view of Bartek et al. 
(hereinafter Bartek) US 2004/0122649 and further in view of Plasson et al. (hereinafter 
Plasson) US Patent Number 6,795,688. 

As per claims 6, 21 ,27 and 30: 

6. The combination of Phillips, Serceki and Bartek teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. None of the references explicitly disclose the invocation component 
utilizes a daisy chain scheme to invoke at least on of the installation protocol or 
authentication protocol. Plasson in analogous art, however, discloses invocation 
component utilizes a daisy chain scheme to invoke the installation protocol and/or 
authentication protocol, (col. 10, line 34-col. 11, line 11 ; col. 17, lines 53-67) Therefore 
it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art to modify the method 
disclosed by Phillips, Serceki and Bartek with Plasson in order to provide-a system 
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dynamically configuring a device, adapted to be communicatively coupled in a wireless 
personal area network, with an attribute corresponding to the device, (col. 5, lines 43- 
45; Plasson) 

As per claim 9: 

The combination of Phillips, Serceki and Bartek teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. None of the references explicitly disclose the physical interface is a 
touch-pad comprising a conductive material. Plasson in analogous, art, however, 
discloses the physical interface is a touch-pad comprising a conductive material, (col. 
10, lines 8-17) Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art to 
modify the method disclosed by Phillips, Serceki and Bartek with Plasson in order to 
provide a system to communicate information and command selections, (col. 10, lines 
9-10; Plasson) 
As per claim 15: 

The combination of Phillips, Serceki and Bartek teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. None of the references explicitly disclose the physical interface 
component comprises a plurality of device at least one of the installation or 
authentication protocol(s) that provides the installation and/or authentication of a 
plurality of non-physical connections. Plasson in analogous art, however, discloses the 
physical interface component comprises a plurality of device at least one of the 
installation or authentication protocol(s) that provides at least one of the installation or 
authentication of a plurality of non-physical connections, (figure 3A) Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art to modify the method disclosed by 
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Phillips, Serceki and Bartek with Plasson in order to provide a system to communicate 
information and command selections, (col. 10, lines 9-10; Plasson) 
As per claims 16 and 18-19: 

The combination of Phillips, Serceki, Bartek and Plasson teaches all the subject 
matter as discussed above. In addition, Plasson further discloses a system the non- 
physical connections between the plurality of devices and the at least one network entity 
are independent and separate, (figure 1, item 190) 
As per claim 17: 

The combination of Phillips, Serceki and Bartek teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. None of the references explicitly disclose the device is at least one of 
a wireless adapter; a wireless speaker; a wireless headset; a wireless keyboard; a 
wireless mouse; a wireless monitor; a wireless personal digital assistant (PDA); a 
wireless access point; and a wireless MP3 player, (col. 10, lines 8-55) Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art to modify the method disclosed 
by Phillips, Serceki and Bartek with Plasson in order to provide a system dynamically 
configuring a device, adapted to be communicatively coupled in a wireless personal 
area network, with an attribute corresponding to the device, (col. 5, lines 43-45; 
Plasson) 

7. Claims 13 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Phillips et al. (hereinafter Phillips) US Patent Number 6,721 ,555 in view of Serceki 
et al. (hereinafter Serceki) US 2003/0078072 and in view of Bartek et al. (hereinafter 
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Bartek) US 2004/0122649 and further in view of Chaskar et al. (hereinafter Chaskar) US 
Publication Number 2005/0066044. 
As per claims 1 3 and 28: 

The combination of Phillips, Serceki and Bartek teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. None of the references explicitly disclose utilizing an artificial 
intelligence technique to facilitate installation and/or authentication of a device. Chaskar 
in analogous art, however, discloses utilizing an artificial intelligence technique to 
facilitate installation and/or authentication of a device, (page 5, paragraph 51) Therefore 
it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art to modify the method 
disclosed by Phillips, Serceki and Bartek with Chaskar in order to facilitate probability of 
success regarding satisfying the mobile device current location determination needs. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SHEWAYE GELAGAY whose telephone number is 
(571)272-4219. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am to 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on 571-272-3865. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/S. Q.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2137 
/Emmanuel L. Moise/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2137 



